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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



PATENT 



(Sprint Case No. 2381) 



IN THE APPLICATION OF: 

Jerry Overton 

Ser.Mo. 10/675,145 

Filed : September 30, 2003 

Title Method and System for Delivering 
Data Based on Context 



Examiner: 
Croup Art Unit: 



RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

OCT 1 2 2006 



Ngoi H. Ly 
26] 7 



Mail Stop Af 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O.Box 1450 
Alexandria. VA 2231 3-1450 

REASONS FOR RE VIEW OF FINAL REJECTION 

Applicant requests review of the final rejection mailed May 18, 2006, because the 
Examiner has clearly not made out a prima facie case of obviousness of any pending claims. 



1. The Claimed Invention 

This application includes two independent claims: 1 and 12. 

In particular, claims 1 and 12 recite a method and system for delivering data based on 
context that includes (i) a set of data that correlates data-references with location and device 
capability information, wherein each data reference points to respective daia and (ii) querying 
the set of data to uncover at least one data-reference thai the set of data correlates with the 
current location of the device and that the data set correlates with the one or more capabilities 
of the device . 
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R1CEIVED 
§INTRAL FAX CENTER 

m 1 2 2006 

2. Clear Deficiency of Rejections 

In order to establish a prima facie case of obviousness over a combination of references, 
the combination must teach or suggest all of the claim limitations. MP.E.P. § 2143; In re Royka, 
490 F.2d 98 J (CCPA 1974). In this case, the combination of U.S. Patent No. 6,798,385 
("Joyce") and U S. Patent No. 6,970,548 ("Pines") does not teach or suggest all of the limitations 
of either independent claim 1 or 12. Accordingly, the combination also fails to teach or suggest 
all of ihe limitations of any of dependent claims 2-11 and 1 3-20, 

At a minimum, the combination of Joyce and Pines fails to teach or suggest two elements 
of Applicant's independent claims: (i) maintaining "a set of data that correlates data-references 
with . . . device capability information, wherein each data reference points to respective data" 
and "querying a set of data to uncover at least one data-reference that the set of data 
correlates with . . one or more capabilities of the device." In particular, Applicant's claims 
include recitations directed to "a set of data" and ^querying the set of data." In Applicant's 
claims, the set of data correlates data-references with location information and with device 
capability information. Moreover, in Applicant's claims, querying the set of data includes 
querying to uncover at least one data-reference that the set of data correlates with the current 
location of the device and with the one or more capabilities of the device. Thus, Applicant's 
claims recite a data set that correlates data-references with device capability information. 

In setting forth the obviousness rejection, the Examiner admitted that "Joyce does not 
specifically disclose device capability information, determining one or more capabilities of the 
device, and the data set correlates with the one or more capabilities of the device." Final Office 
Action, May IS, 2006, p. 3. To make up for the deficiency in Joyce, the Examiner alleged that 
Pines "teaches device capability information, determining one or more capabilities of the device, 
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and the data sei correlates wirh the one or more capabilities of the device," and further asserted 
that "it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the an at the time the invention was 
made to provide the teaching of Pines into the system of Joyce." Office Action, May 18, 2006, 
p. 3. In addition, in the August U, 2006, Advisory Action, the Examiner alleged thai Pines 
teaches "querying the set of data to uncover at least one data-reterence that the set of data 
correlates with the one or more capabilities of the device," and cued the "Pre-unnouncement 
field 59** of Pines. Advisory Action, p. 3. 

Unlike Applicant's claimed embodiments, however, Pines does not disclose a set of data 
thar correlates daia references w&A device capability information. Generally, Pines discloses a 
communication assistance sysiem that comprises a call center that can receive calls from a 
plurality of callers (e,g., requestors) and route those calls to an operator terminal and a first 
database. See. e.g., Pines, Abstract- As part of the call routing in Pines, the Pines system 
"checks the Pre-announcement field 59 of Call Completion Data Packet 50 winch indicates 
whether or not the subscriber of the Wireless Adapter 6 wishes a calling party to be *pre- 
announced.'" Pines, col. 26, lines 14-17. Pines defines the "Call Completion Data Packet 50" as 
including an origination phone number field, wireless apparatus identification number field, 
closing prompt code field, and pre-announcement code field. See' Pines, Fig. 9; col. 21, lines 4- 
17. According to Pines, the "pre-announcement" can be a caller's name and "provides an 
opportunity to accept or reject the inbound call." Pines, col. 26, lines 19-20, 40. 

In the embodiment of Pines cited by the Examiner, the Pines system "consults the Pre- 
announcement field 59 of Call Completion Data Packet 50, to determine the method of 
transmitting the pre-announcement." Pines, col. 26, lines 31-33. Pines then states that the "pre- 
announcement can be either in text or voice format" and "[ u 3 s h*§ the fields in Cail Completion 
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Data Packei 50, System 2 determines what format is available based on the carrier and device 
capabilities of Wireless Adaptor 6 " Pines, col. 26, lines 33-37. If the system in Pines 
determines voice format is available, it then records the caller's name and sends the pre- 
announcement. Pines, col. 26, lines 31-42. 

Thus, even if Pines is taken to leach device capability information and determining one or 
more capabilities of a device (an assertion that Applicant does not concede), there is no 
disclosure in Pines of "a set of data that correlates data-references with . . . device capability 
information, wherein each data reference points to respective data/' as claimed by Applicant. 
More particularly, Pmes fails to teach or suggest (i) a set of data; (ii) a data reference pointing to 
respective data; and (iii) querying a set of data. 

First, the set of data recited in Applicant's claims is different than a data packet as 
disclosed by Pines. A "set of data" as recited by Applicant's claims I and 12 correlates data- 
references pointing to respective data with device capability information. Applicant has included 
an example of "a set of data" as Figure 8 in Applicant's application. At best, the data packet .of 
Pines may be analogous to one row of the set of data depicted in Applicant's Figure 8 (a point 
not conceded by Applicant, however). The data packet of Pines does not, however, include a 
plurality of data references, much less a set of daia that correlates the plurality of data references 
to device capability information, as claimed by Applicant. 

Second, it is not clear what the Examiner considers a data reference m the data packet of 
Pines. As disclosed in Pines, a "pre-announcement" is recorded by a caller after the system has 
allegedly determined that the receiving device is capable of receiving a pre-announccment in 
voice format. See. e.g., Pines, col. 26, lines 31-42. Thus, in the data packet of Pines, there is no 
data reference pointing to respective data, as claimed by Applicant. 
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Third, Pines fails io leach or suggesi querying a set of data to uncover at least one data- 
reference. At best, Pines discloses " consult fine ( " a "Pre-announcement field 5\)" of a "Call 
Completion Data Packet 50, to determine the method of transmittals the pre-announcement." 
Pines, col. 26, lines 3 1 -33 (emphasis added). As discussed above, however, a data packet is not 
a "set of daia" as claimed by Applicant, and in the data packet of pines, there is no data reference 
pointing to respective data, only information on the method of transmitting. Then, after the 
system has allegedly determined to transmit the pre-announcement in voice format, the caller 
records the "pre-announcement." See, e.g., Pines, col. 26, lines 31-42. In any case, "consulting" 
a single field (the "Pre-announcement field 59"), as disclosed by Pines, is not the same as 
querying a set of data, as claimed by Applicant. 

For all the reasons discussed above, Applicant submits that independent claims 1 and 12 
are allowable Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not established the requisite 
prima facte case of obviousness of Applicant's independent claims 1 and 12, for the reasons 
discussed above. Because the pending dependent claims 2-11 and 13-20 depend from and 
include all of the limitations of claims I and 12, Applicant respectfully submits that the 
Examiner has not established the requisite prima facie case of obviousness of the pending 
dependent claims. 
3. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, Applicant submits that all of the pending claims should be 
allowed. 



Date: 





Eric R. Mbran 
Reg. No. 50,967 
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